June 26, 2008

[Rollcall Vote No. 162 Leg.]

YEAS—92
Akaka Dorgan Mikulski
Alexander Durbin Murkowski
Barrasso Ensign Murray
Baucus Enzi Nelson (FL)
Bayh Feingold Nelson (NE)
Bennett Feinstein Obama
Biden Graham Pryor
Bingaman Grassley Reed
Bond Gregg Reid
Boxer Hagel Roberts
Brown Harkin Rockefeller
Brownback Hatch Salazar
Bunning Hutchison Sanders
Burr Inhofe Schumer
Byrd Inouye .
Cantwell Isakson Sessions
Cardin Johnson Shelby
Carper Kerry Smith
Casey Klobuchar Snowe
Chambliss Kohl Specter
Clinton Landrieu Stabenow
Cochran Lautenberg Stevens
Coleman Leahy Sununu
Collins Levin Tester
Conrad Lieberman Thune
Corker Lincoln Vitter
Cornyn Lugar Warner
Crapo Martinez Webb
Dodd McCaskill Whitehouse
Dole McConnell Wicker
Domenici Menendez Wyden
NAYS—6
Allard Craig Kyl
Coburn DeMint Voinovich
NOT VOTING—2
Kennedy McCain

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is made and laid upon the
table.

The Senator from Florida is recog-
nized.

—————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
S. 2766

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of Calendar No. 832, S. 2766,
the Clean Boating Act, the bill be read
a third time and passed, and the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the
table with no intervening action or de-
bate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I ask that
the unanimous consent request be
modified, that my amendment which is
at the desk be agreed to, and that the
bill be read a third time and passed.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I think the Sen-
ator from Alaska knows full well the
amendment she is seeking to attach to
our bill, or the substitute she is put-
ting forward, never was approved in the
committee of jurisdiction, the EPW
Committee.

The committee worked long and hard
at getting a compromise. Because of
Senator NELSON and Senator MARTINEZ
and others, we have a bill at the desk
that Senator NELSON tried to get done
now that passed our committee by an
overwhelming vote.

As a matter of fact, 13 million boat-
ers, 13 million boaters are going to
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wake up very unhappy in the morning
if Senator MURKOWSKI objects to this
bill. Her substitute was never voted on
by the committee.

As a matter of fact, the individual
she asked to offer an amendment never
offered it. There was a reason; this was
a delicate compromise.

I object to Senator MURKOWSKI'S
amendment to the request. I support
strongly Senator NELSON’s request to
move this Clean Boating Act. It means
that 13 million recreational boaters
will not have to get a permit to dis-
charge their water pollution, and 13
million recreational boaters are count-
ing on us.

I hope Senator NELSON’s unanimous
consent will be granted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the original unanimous
consent from the senior Senator from
Florida?

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
do object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Louisiana is recog-
nized.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, the
evening is getting late, and we have
taken some significant action tonight.
But I wish to speak for a moment and
ask unanimous consent to speak up to
10 minutes on the supplemental bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, we
passed, by an overwhelming margin, a
supplemental emergency spending bill
that will fund our ongoing operations
in Iraq and in other parts of the world
and will send some money stateside.

In the view of this Senator, we have
shortchanged, even with our good ef-
fort that was just made, shortchanged
some real ongoing serious emergencies
here at home.

As far as the gulf coast is concerned,
I voted for the bill because I have al-
ways believed that half a loaf is better
than none.

In the bill, in large measure because
of the work of Members on both sides
of the aisle, we have a significant
amount of money toward the construc-
tion of levees that failed and put a
great city and region and regions
throughout the gulf coast at risk, par-
ticularly the New Orleans metropolitan
area. I know people get tired of review-
ing the details, but less than 3 years
ago, several significant levees along
the great port system in the city of
New Orleans, levees that should have
held collapsed, and 80 percent of the
city went under water. The water is
long gone, but the pain is still there.
The rebuilding is still going on. The
anxiety of homeowners, renters, small
business owners and large business
owners, and industrial investors is still
there, questioning whether the Federal
Government’s commitment to not only
fix the levees, restore the levees and
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bring them up to the standards that
were promised decades ago, if that
promise is going to be kept.

This bill gets us part of the way
there, but we still have an awfully long
way to go. In the underlying bill we
passed, in large measure crafted by
House leadership—and I am dis-
appointed in this view of the House
leadership—they put in only a portion
of the very critical levee funding that
is needed for us to go forward, to re-
store these levees to 100-year flood pro-
tection. I don’t know how to explain
this, but 100-year flood protection is
the bare minimum for the TUnited
States. There are a few areas that are
enjoying 200- and 300-year flood protec-
tion in this country, but very few. Most
do not have, as you can tell by the
flooding going on now in States such as
Missouri and Iowa and parts of Illinois,
most places don’t have the 100-year
protection.

For a reference point, I wish to im-
press upon my colleagues that this is a
minimum standard. The country of the
Netherlands, which is so small it could
fit inside of Louisiana, a powerful
economy but a small nation, has flood
protection for its people against storms
that happen once every 10,000 years.
We, the United States of America, can-
not claim that we have flood protec-
tion for 99 percent of our people
against floods once every 100 years. I
am going to say again, as I have said
100 times on this floor, incremental
funding, nickles and dimes, a few hun-
dred million here or there, is not going
to get the job done. In the long run, it
is going to cost the American taxpayer
billions and billions of dollars more.

So here we go again, after the flood,
after the storm, after the promises,
after the speeches, after the lights,
after the photographs, the bill is
passed, but we do not have the whole
amount of money necessary to recon-
struct the levees as promised by the
President and as spoken to on numer-
ous occasions by many Members of the
House and Senate. We do have $5.8 bil-
lion in this bill, $1.16 billion for the
Lake Pontchartrain vicinity which is a
long, ongoing project, I think started
back in the 1960s. We do have $920 mil-
lion in for west bank levee which was
started back in the 1960s. We have $967
million in the southeast Louisiana
flood control project that was started
in the 1990s. We have $2.9 billion of
flood control and emergency projects,
modifying drainage canals, installing
pumps, armoring levees, improving
protection at the inner harbor canal,
federalizing certain non-Federal levees
in Plaguemine Parish, the long parish
that sits at the toe of the boot in Lou-
isiana, reinforces and replaces
floodwalls, repairs and restores
floodwalls. The problem is the match
that is required because of the House
action. The Senate reduced the match
required by the State of Louisiana and
extended our payment terms. Instead
of requiring the State of Louisiana to
pay a higher level of 35 percent, the
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